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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

1. Claims 1-14 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based on Supreme 
Court precedent, and recent Federal Circuit decisions, the Office's guidance to 
examiners is that a § 101 process must (1) be tied to a particular machine or (2) 
transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state 
or thing. In re Bilsky, 88 U.S.P.Q.2d 1385 (Fed. Cir. 2008), Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 
175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 
409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780,787-88 (1876). 

2. An example of a method claim that would not qualify as a statutory process 
would be a claim that recited purely mental steps. Thus, to qualify as a § 101 statutory 
process, the claim should positively recite the particular machine to which it is tied, for 
example by identifying the apparatus that accomplishes the method steps, or positively 
recite the subject matter that is being transformed, for example by identifying the 
material that is being changed to a different state. 

3. Here, applicant's method steps, fail the first prong of the new Federal Circuit 
decision since they are not tied to a particular machine and can be performed without 
the use of a particular apparatus. Furthermore, the method steps fail to transform 
underlying subject matter to a different state or thing. The mere construction of non- 
functional descriptive material (i.e., a data analysis) is not a transformation because 
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data is not statutory subject matter. Thus, claims 1-14 and 20-21 are non-statutory 
since they are not tied to a particular machine and they do not transform underlying 
subject matter to a different state or thing. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear how a "geo-mapping environment" can be used 
for backup storage, nor is the term "geo-mapping environment" defined or explained in 
the specification. For the purposes of examination, the claim will be interpreted to refer 
to as a geographic mapping environment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



Application/Control Number: 10/749,940 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3626 

5. Claims 1-13, 15-17 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US 2003/0061096 to Gallivan et al, hereinafter, Gallivan. 

As per claim 1 , Gallivan teaches a method for transforming raw transactional 
data comprising the steps of: 

-accessing said data via a communication network from at least one 
external source (see: paragraph 34); 

-formatting said data, wherein said formatting includes cleaning and 
validating said data (see: paragraphs 38 and 135); 

-longitudinally linking said data (see: paragraph 38); 

-compressing said data (assuming 0% compression); 

-storing said data in at least one database (see: paragraphs 38-39); 

-extracting said data from said at least one database for analysis (see: 
paragraph 44); and 

-displaying results of said analysis (see: paragraphs 44 and 127). 

As per claim 2, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, further comprising the 
step of creating interval interpretations of data representing activity over time 
(see: paragraph 113). 

As per claim 3, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said data is 
pharmaceutical transactional data (see: paragraph 42). 

As per claim 4, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said 
communication network is selected from the group consisting of an internet, an 
intranet, a wireless network, a cellular network, a wide area network, a local area 
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network, a virtual private network, a token ring network, and a dial-up network 

(see: paragraph 34). 

As per claim 5, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said 
compressing comprises the steps of: 

(a) inserting said data into storage tables (see: paragraph 46); 

(b) sorting and evaluating said data (see: paragraph 46); 

(c) performing calculations on said data (see: paragraphs 46 and 84); and 

(d) creating interval tables of said data (see: paragraph 61 and Table 1). 

As per claim 6, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said analysis is 
performed based on end-user specifications (see: paragraph 44). 

As per claim 7, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said analysis is 
used for market studies (see: abstract). 

As per claim 8, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said market 
studies comprise Therapy Area and Single Class (see: paragraphs 92-96). 

As per claim 9, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said 
compressing retains all information represented by said raw transactional data 
(see: claim 1, assuming 0% compression). 

As per claim 10, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said analysis 
includes data summarization (see: paragraph 129). 

As per claim 1 1 , Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said results are 
delivered to an end-user via a communication network (see: Figure 2). 
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As per claim 12, Gallivan teaches the claimed method, wherein said data and 
said results are continuously updated over an extended period of time (see: 
paragraph 36). 

As per claim 13, it is rejected for the same reason set forth for claim 10. 

As per claim 15, Gallivan teaches an apparatus for transforming raw 
transactional data comprising: 

-at least one communication network for transfer of said data (see: 
paragraph 34); 

-a data extraction, transformation and loading tool (see: Figure 2, paragraphs 
38 and 44); 

-at least one database for storage of said data (see: paragraph 46); 

-at least one data processor for processing and compressing said data 
(see: paragraph 46); 

-a plurality of system applications for running scripts, wherein said scripts 
perform data analysis, extraction, transformation and loading (see: Figure 2, 
paragraphs 38-44); and 

-a web browser for displaying results of said data analysis (see: paragraph 

122). 

As per claim 16, Gallivan teaches the claimed apparatus, wherein said 
communication network comprises at least one communication device, a plurality 
of data gathering devices, at least one communication link, and at least one 
network protocol (see: Figure 2). 
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As per claim 17, Gallivan fails to teach the claimed apparatus, further 
comprising a geo-mapping environment for backup storage (see: Figure 13C). 

As per claim 19, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth for claim 7. 

As per claim 20, Gallivan teaches a method for compressing data comprising 
the steps of: 

-accessing raw data from at least one external source (see: paragraph 34); 

-formatting said raw data, wherein said formatting includes cleaning and 
validating (see: paragraphs 38 and 135); 

-storing said raw data into tables (see: paragraphs 38-39); 

-creating intervals from said raw data and storing said results into tables 
(see: paragraph 113); and 

-extracting market studies from said results for analysis (see: abstract). 

As per claim 21 , it is rejected for the same reasons set forth for claim 12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
2003/0061096 to Gallivan in view of US 2002/0165736 to Tolle et al, hereinafter, Tolle. 
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As per claim 14, Gallivan fails to specifically teach the claimed method, wherein 
said transactional data remains anonymous. Tolle teaches analyzing de-identified 
patient prescription records (see: abstract). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include in the pharmaceutical data analysis of Gallivan, the de- 
identification of data as taught by Tolle because the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination, each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

8. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
2003/0061 096 to Gallivan in view of US 7,1 91 ,1 83 to Goldstein. 

As per claim 18, Gallivan fails to teach the claimed apparatus, wherein said 
displayed results are in the form of applets. Goldstein teaches a browser based 
graphical user interface for creating reports and analyzing data (see: column 6, lines 6- 
9). It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use an applet in a browser. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the pharmaceutical 
data analysis of Gallivan, the browser as taught by Goldstein because the claimed 
invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination, each 
element merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination 
were predictable. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANITA MOLINA whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
3614. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8am to 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, C. Luke Gilligan can be reached on 571-272-6770. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
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/C. Luke Gilligan/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



